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REMARKS 

' en f r> i <~ pTv\-cn! Si v Us t > ih 1 ^sb t : , ! ^ r Ax e 5 t> 
>o ca v ' M " sta ^••^ 0 ^'!t\c, ^tii'i v\, K' nu^ ( .a s' . \iw been 

x x\ . u x s r - \ v i 

•ppl ,.ju a original!) Used. 

h i the tmo » ' » v. < base 

T U s * > I < i I 'I' Itui 1 s | i 1 St \ 

I led > u > It ie. 8 

< /aim Xi'ji'ctim^ 35 CSC §1020} 

t'lwv* '--> iunc been rejected under the provisions of ."5 I'M' $ as hcin^ 

on . o io. U b> Kulww et al. b P 0 969 082 (EP *»82), 

( v. Xv ejeett Kk the u visions ol 35 USC § !02t s beh i \u 

by Kimai el al. OS 5»82 ; !£07 (US '207). 

Ax M ! , w I ! - v 



J , \ xv nx rth i e claim is !\>un> 

nhererrdy described, in a single prior an. referenced* , , , i < ^ v. 

t d»;x :\sdt>\> ^ , ^ v. xN 

-.-fx ^ < ^ i h i pn „n he vik'j.. ^ o o i. . <v> h , t e- 
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known in the prior an." Brawn v - A/. 265 V.M 1349, 1351, 60 USPQ2d 1375. 1376 (Fed. Cir. 

1 > , v <^v'^ r <■ >\ sLohj! in a- ^ >■> v v ^ . .m v<n 
clarai." ><>x v. .Ska/Af t o >, < » S6B I 2J 1226. S236. 1 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 
\<- v o.,urv ! b\ >L \ ^ > ^ ^ 

•• <. • v ^ ' » ol ,i , i) ! i.q a 1 * s ^ \ 

1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990), 

k < t v.as -iate-H I - )uei mai ' ' > 1 x - o\ 
v& FP '082 and thai the subject matter of claim 5 is not novel vis-a-vis US '207. The Examiner 
is kindly requested to reconsider these objections for the following reasons. 

According to the claims no w on Ilk, the amount of zeolite contained in the base particles 
of 9u jxc-vot i ^ v is it' " ' > or les- Ikweser, KP Jisekse- oVUJ^r = pame'os 

4 U , eks that coniuii eoiisc u iot 5 Kamn 5 

he base particles of claim 2 < : * eati 
^ x i . , FP 9)82 a\K\e iu\ novel \ ^ .« KP '082 n he v 0 0 iv>* 
. f .!«\ ^ ^ v. ! :!v;vv.v r, >. .in , <. <- - *o ^ > n v 

5 are novel w^-vfc F.P »»82 as well 

K is t ^ 4 2< v ,0-^0 

v < ! x v e 1 v.s v> < < H s U s ^ v t. V. 1 S 1 -'SO - O. xS 

, >s . w s . 1 > anJ whkh twu e »^ 
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> ! is 2*r * 

v v ^ iv f he n > « > i - ! of claim 5 of the presem 

application, 

v ^ <. n < s v !S*> In (he p^-e > o 1 ^e « . , 

precursor v _ -acf i.-l-.-:: v 1 i i> t v 1 o as v. ; pah-ufc ) u>_ a m f ^ 

i e < o eheea a> M tK rat u 1 n a s f i ' ! e is a h ,. am vcs s 

comt mms = oaf erning this point must be reconsidered at present. 

/ ; - m .' %< ' i : f lb ^ 

. >i»o tci' vase of obviousness, three basic criteria mas; he met. Hrsu 
there must be scree suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or sn the 
N)V >.".tv- 5 x v i - m v on0 0 (,) nn > 1 ' inc 1 0 ! ' ' 1 eh>u;ec oi t 

: rcrerem c 5 4 Seeom there must be t reasv i\ e expects 1 success. Finaih 
the prior art , . >v \ ckKsae v\ to l uu U must \ < t* ur - t ^s , ! the claim 
limitations. 

< o <. v v. 1 v . nahh 

expectation a success nun! both be found i ii |>n«r u;i. m>s m apphe mt'.s s «sju m re 
i o,\ ; '~~ i .a -sr. jo s J <45>M el t u. I'M). 

"Them arc three possible sources tor a motivation to combine references: the nature of 
ihepas'.^m a be so \oo" the teachings, o! the rims art. and the know eocv n posea.--; an try 
, « , < ' < 1 ^ - h N'\ . ^ + ^ > n 
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(The combination of the references taught every element of the claimed invention, however 
Without a moth anon to o m s. .t n-. \ -> K^v > i e r<<", t ' « , e n > ■mumss < t hesd 
irnpivrvr. > The kwi of skill in the an cannot be * no- 1 mvr n> provide the v > aestios to 
combine references. A! -Site Corp. v. I SI mil Inc., 174 I \\ 1308. 50 I M\> d 1161 (Fed. Clr. 
1999). 

it Offset st fur obvioUMvx the Fivn 
instance, h Is neoessar} to asi.ert.tii; whether or m 1 I k . c s. ' <. - , , > . 

sufficient rbt one of ordinary skill in the reieVgmt art having the reference before him to make the 

00 uM " 'i> , O t'h if. < S u« (Hi 'P f »\ > -tSK c \1 , , "* i i 
173 I ^PQ56v. 5 <\OC9 \ 1972 ». 

Obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the 
prior art to pnvik.e me eUmneo! imenuon where mere ie ^ojoe tc.iein ^. M. b ge$iion 5 or 
motivation to d so found either exphc th 0 n (licit > n he reference: theros* ves 01 n the 
I ow edge :.-uk! > \ [able to unc os osdin r> kill in ihe an < ic t nm ieh 

s ^ s U U 1a k 9 >K v. ^ s iv t 

near/,; < < r?^ 17! \ >A ^ ' s \r : . v , 5 * , , - 

n Uu m I kl 1338 ) -43-4-,. 61 t SPQ2e! 1430. 1433-34 (Fed Cir 2002) (discu sate th* 
v. m i t >. > - x h 1 u 

the motivation to combine references K m re H>w. 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Or. 
U ■ -Jones, 958 F 2d 34' , >} 1 )SPQ2d 1941 (Fed Oil 1992) 



JWB/enm 



iu *v P 0' - i <><.rt o v. 1 M L I a-, 'a 11 - ^ * v i 
metis nfion test is a valid test for obviousness, but one which cannot be too rigidly applied. See 
m i > » slirop af n \pH ~d : u.T, 
■> ^ < ,\ n , «. . , ' . \o > r - > ( s ^ : ~ 

c/'-v^'Vi t ijo rt,o Oon n at oi 1 t>' kss ■> odor ^ * 
v v , ^ c v ^ i s j a 

or e , \ ir i < s„ > \ s . e Us oi i\ pr r art; 
do i the doYcwnees ,\hui the > u art an.i me cUm- < b-;ue; 

(e) resolving do. level oi ordinar skid in the pertinent art; and 
e <. - T - - > k i 

Ghikm v. /W, 383 U.S. S. 17-18, 148 USPQ 459, 467 (1966). 
The Court in Add frit'l Co. v. Telefax, /no .vz/pm.. did not totally reject the use of 
Teaching, sugg.-.e-.om or motivation" as a factor in the obviousness analysis. Rather, the Toon 
recognized that a showing of "teaching, suggestion, or motivation" to combine the prior art to 
meet the chained ••subject matter cool J ponide a heiphti m-gda u= dctc; mmm^ whether she 
chanted subject mailer is obvious under 35 ISC § Kh'hu). 

yens KSi t \ ?u tec ipa ^o 

a 5 e < \ _ < ii^M .est > >. 1 >. . v^mp >oro 

wavbosg, saegcoPoe. or ra ■n\ed>»n m the puo? an Ok t oo aJ ie .o . nc ofo'.Jrsu : - okdl in the .-aa 
to combine the grmr art denial; , the manner churned t . m \ > parent before 
holding the claimed subject matter to be obvious. 
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an v ^ -, fue 

The detergent composition of the present invent-on oJic\ from die detergent 

i K * •> 5 v. 1 t 1 

v KP 082 ^ un ) o.t t 

of a zeolite, 

mwu ivhen the -/oolite is Jormulatcd in a large amount tlierc is the rn^-ol \\ 
v i ^ 5 u \ >. >n !e c , <. ,<,<o <av < <<: ~ 

ma instmit ,mee(/mommL 

In EP'082, there is no indication as to the risk of decomposition of the zeolite during the 
< v m> <■ s e . n > n! u u f s i -> <.o s { ul: k t 

xe step vc m j «.it «*K t s so! em nt inwn t ss not ^hetre es e t 

u , a n - , t ! i , > < n s 1 -- 

they -o, ..)hd , >v . m Kv v a\e.o . > r ^ [ion Howese-. \ ! hcre ss not oxen i 
i-Ki'dOeK as F s i^a e^ > : i! sol- i k * 5 i s i m e /u»i!k, s skilled puoon 

^-Mvtn m e maisoexeme so a sm<dk»i amount oi , eohte -a me S\u*> sondes f KP 'OSi 

by :mrav--dryrng and that contain a solid alkali inorganic substance (A) and a zeolite. Therefore, 
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from a combination of EP k 082 with US '207. 

Consequently, the deieruvm pxiUes >>i bairn ). the ktse narrbbs of claim 2. the process 
>b v ! bbm 5 \n\ ol \ c eniK e d an- complete 

t io 1 i w v. . i v v. ! ^ d \ i v i i M ^ ihe 

c-anar. <. ( l ^ requcsub h , s^ni^dervd u ercw;;i 

CONCLUSION 

Based upon the aniendsnen; i - emarks \: led herein the Examine ■ - especuuih 
requested to issue a Notice of Allowance clearly indicating that each of pending claims 1-5 are 
, owed end k the pnowons of Title 35 of the United States Code. 

Should there be any outstanding matters- that need to be resolved in the present 
application, the ^ ' u is respect s h requested to contact John W. :bs b\ *K V* \sh > 
k* iilcphi Hrr h< conduct an i n<_> icv\ h c ^ ! pedik pros« is 

cnsn\x ! <cs bid Uu- present ; pr> ic uton 
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tO 0 ^ \l v v v < I ] -> i \. O \ %4S 

foes required under }7x'.i\R ^$1.16 or $ 14: w?k-u!arH\ eKiension oi tin's, iocs, 

i Kite J: May M, 2007 Respectfully submitted, 
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